Court File No.: t V ' ^ j 6 



ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 

BETWEEN: 

EDWIN MELLEN PRESS LIMITED 

Plaintiff 




Defendants 



NOTICE OF ACTION 

TO THE DEFENDANTS 

A LEGAL PROCEEDING HAS BEEN COMMENCED AGAINST YOU by the 
plaintiff. The claim made against you is set out in the statement of claim served with this notice 
of action. 

IF YOU WISH TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING, you or an Ontario lawyer acting for 
you must prepare a statement of defence in Form 18A prescribed by the Rules of Civil 
Procedure, serve it on the plaintiffs lawyer or, where the plaintiff does not have a lawyer, serve 
it on the plaintiff, and file it, with proof of service, in this court office, WITHIN TWENTY 
DAYS after this notice of action is served on you, if you are served in Ontario. 

If you are served in another province or territory of Canada or in the United States of 
America, the period for serving and filing your statement of defence is forty days. If you are 
served outside Canada and the United States of America, the period is sixty days. 

Instead of serving and filing a statement of defence, you may serve and file a notice of 
intent to defend in Form 18B prescribed by the Rules of Civil Procedure. This will entitle you to 
ten more days within which to serve and file your statement of defence. 

IF YOU FAIL TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING, JUDGMENT MAY BE GIVEN 
AGAINST YOU IN YOUR ABSENCE AND WITHOUT FURTHER NOTICE TO YOU. IF 



YOU WISH TO DEFEND THIS PROCEEDING BUT ARE UNABLE TO PAY LEGAL FEES, 
LEGAL AID MAY BE AVAILABLE TO YOU BY CONTACTING A LOCAL LEGAL AID 
OFFICE. 

(Where the claim made is for money only, include the following:) 

IF YOU PAY THE PLAINTIFF'S CLAIM, and $ 500 for costs, within the time for 
serving and filing your statement of defence, you may move to have this proceeding dismissed 
by the court. If you believe the amount claimed for costs is excessive, you may pay the plaintiffs 
claim and $400.00 for costs and have the costs assessed by the court. 



Date: 



JUN 7 2012 




Issued by 



'^Lo^^R^^^ff 5 *'^" 

Address of court office: 
361 University A$ 
To: 




TO Dale Askey 

Associate University Librarian 

c/o Library & Learning Technologies 

Mills, L 305/A 

McMaster University 

1280 Main Street West 

Hamilton, ON 

L8S 4L8. 



SUPERIOR COURT 
OF JUSTICE 
393 UNIVERSITY AVE. 
10TH FLOOR 

Toronto, Ontario 

M5G 1E6 



C0UR SUPERIEURE 

DE JUSTICE 

393 AVE. UNIVERSITY 

10EETAGE 

TORONTO, ONTARIO 

M5G1E6 



AND 

TO: McMaster University 
1280 Main Street West 
Hamilton, ON 
L8S 4L8. 



CLAIM 



The plaintiff claims $3.0 million dollars as damages for defamation arising from 
continuous publication on the world wide web by the defendant Askey. McMaster University is 
vicariously liable for the statements published by the defendant Askey. 



Date: June 7, 2012 

BORDEN LADNER GERVAIS LLP 

Barristers and Solicitors 
Scotia Plaza 
40 King Street West 
Toronto, ON M5H3Y4 

Robert B. Bell, Esq. 
(LSUC #20145G) 
Tel: (416)367-6160 
Fax: (416)361-2757 



Lawyers for the Plaintiff 
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Court File No.: CV-12-455575 



ONTARIO 
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE 



BETWEEN: 



THE EDWIN MELLEN PRESS LIMITED and 
PSR PRESS LTD. c.o.b. as THE EDWIN MELLEN PRESS LIMITED 

Plaintiffs 

and 

DALE ASKEY and McMASTER UNIVERSITY 

Defendants 



STATEMENT OF CLAIM 

Notice of action issued on June 7, 2012 

1 . The plaintiffs claim : 

a) damages in the amount of $3 million for libel; 

b) aggravated and exemplary damages of $500,000.00 

c) costs of the action on a substantial indemnity basis; 

d) pre-judgment interest in accordance with the Courts of Justice Act; and 

e) such further and other relief as this Honourable deems just. 

2. The plaintiff, Edwin Mellen Press Limited is a company registered in England and 
Wales. PSR Press Ltd. is incorporated in New York State. It markets and sells books 
published under the imprint of The Edwin Mellen Press. The corporations will be referred 
to herein as The Press. The Press is a significant and well established publisher and 
distributor of academic books and journals. 



3. The defendant, Dale Askey ("Askey") is Associate University Librarian, Library and 
Learning Technologies and is employed by the defendant, McMaster University. 

4. From September, 2010 through to March, 2012 the defendants posted on the world wide 
web "The Curious Case of Edwin Mellen Press" together with statements made by otters 
for which the defendants are liable. 

5. The defamatory words from "The Curious Case of Edwin Mellen Press" are underlined 
and together with the entire posting on the world wide web are attached as Schedule "A" 
to the statement of claim herein. The defendants accuse The Press of accepting second 
class authors whereas The Press has published many leading scholars and its editors 
include many from high ranking universities. The defendants urge university libraries 
not to buy The Press' titles because they are of poor quality and poor scholarship. The 
defendants' statements are false. 

6. The plaintiffs plead that the entire posting is defamatory in its tone and context. 



7. 



The said words are false and defamatory of The Press and meant and were understood to 
mean: 

(a) It is a "vanity press" not scholarly and operated like "Lulu" a self-publishing 
operation which has no academic credibility. 

(b) That publications are at "egregiously high prices", putting the cost as U S 
$149.95 whereas the average list price for 2010-201 1 was $109.95. 

(c) That the business model followed by The Press relies upon in effect librarians not 
doing their job and failing to return books supplied on approval. In fact most of 
The Press' books are sold as individual special order and not through approval 
plans Further, there is no "golden goose" in that The Press' discounts to library 
suppliers are less than the competitors' discounts. The suppliers do not have 
financial incentives to encourage purchases of The Press' books over the 
competition. 

(d) That The Press has "few, if any, noted scholars serving as series editors " In fact 
The Press stopped publishing books in series in 2005. All books published by 
The Press are edited by reputable scholars in the subject area. Sponsoring editors 
are listed m the books, which the defendants would know had they read them 
Books are peer reviewed by competent scholars in the subject area. 
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(e) That The Press does not pay successful authors any royalties. In fact, many of 
1 he Press authors receive royalties or the equivalent. 

(f) That The Press engages in "the noxious practice" of demanding that authors 
assign their copyright. In fact, The Press does not ask or require authors to give 
up copyright to their books. 6 

(g) That the books have poor quality bindings; the covers are "cheap cloth" and the 
book blocks are skewed and not square. In fact, The Press produces full sewn 
bindings which are not glued; they are bound in custom cloth designed for The 
Press by Xerox Corporation, now sold as "MELLEN WHITE 30388 54"- and the 
book blocks are square because The Press' machine cannot accept page's which 

™J U T^ 688 d06S ^ USe ° Utside printin S mthlr its own 

purpose built book printing and binding machinery. 

(h) T«at the books are not edited and camera ready pages are an indicator of how 
shoddy the publications are. In fact, authors providing final copy properly 
flatted ,s in accordance with standard industry practice. The publications are 
edited and the books are of good quality. 

(i) That authors are "enslaved" to a contract. In fact, authors have every opportunity 
to review contract wording before agreeing to publication by The Press 



Prestigious universities, which on any estimation would rank higher than McMaster, have 
purchased titles from The Press, for example : 

University of Toronto 3,940 titles 

Yale 3,305 titles 

Harvard 4,731 titles 

0xford 2,621 titles 



9. The defendants state that between 2005-2010 Yale University acquired 582 Mellen titles 
without "careful consideration" because they were supplied by booksellers "on approval" 
and Yale's librarians did not make their own considered judgments about the quality of 
these books. In fact, the plaintiffs plead that Yale closely examined and specifically 
approved purchases and returned those which were not approved. The Press invited 
Yale to re-examine its purchases. The Press offered a full refund plus 20% for any titles 
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which Yale discovered mistakenly slipped through its original review process. Yale has 
not returned any of The Press' books. 

10. The plaintiffs have been greatly injured in their professional and corporate reputations 
and have been the victim of a malicious attack by the defendants. 

11. The plaintiffs plead that the defendants were actuated by malice in posting the 
defamatory statements on the world wide web. The plaintiffs rely not only on the malice 
implied by the publication itself as aforesaid but also having regard for the defendants' 
failure to remove the posting even though they knew it was defamatory; their refusal to 
apologize and remove the posting upon receiving notice of the libel; and the fact that they 
pursued an internet campaign to put The Press out of business. Further, the defendant 
McMaster University wrongfully disavowed any responsibility for Askey and threatened 
to sue The Press, its shareholder Ruth Koheil and its editor, Herbert Richardson. 

12. McMaster University adopted the defamatory statements as their own by permitting 
Askey to continue the publications and refusing to intervene to require Askey to remove 
the defamatory statements from the world wide web. 

13. The plaintiffs plead that McMaster University is Dale Askey's employer and is 
vicariously responsible for the defamatory publications as aforesaid. 

14. By reason of the foregoing;, the plaintiffs claim aggravated and exemplary damages. 
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The plaintiffs propose that this action be tried in the City of Toronto. 



Date: July 4, 2012 

BORDEN LADNER GERVAIS 

Barristers and Solicitors 
Scotia Plaza 
40 King Street West 
Toronto, ON M5H3Y4 

Robert B.Bell, Esq. 
(LSUC#20145G) 
Tel: (416)367-6160 
Fax: (416)361-2757 

Lawyers for the Plaintiffs 



TO Dale Askey 

Associate University Librarian 

c/o Library & Learning Technologies 

Mills, L 305/A 

McMaster University 

1280 Main Street West 

Hamilton, ON 

L8S 4L8 



AND 

TO: McMaster University 
1280 Main Street West 
GilmourHall Rm. 238 
Hamilton, ON 
L8S 4L8. 

Attn: Patrick Deane 

President & Vice-Chancellor 
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Skip to content 



Ob Libraries a^d Media 

• Home 

• About 

• WhvEintatich en? 

Ti*f ewtfmi case ®f Eiwiit MsBen Press 

September 22, 2010 

tags: publishers, publishing, vanity presses 
by Dale 



Edwfoi 
thatlibz 



eriP^s &s been on my radar as a dubious nnbKsW ^ ^ RfWB . 

"ac budgets are ever-shrinking. I find mvsetf amazed hy-th* ^ 



f#£Jtah I made a snarky comment abotit hfelfan on a mmUna - list 
lellen's publisher, vfe 6t%t intn « jt *. — ^ — 



„ t ... „ 1 -Wf£ «f Mellen's publisher. We get into a tesfer eniairema&e mm^tm^ «f 
anS^tl eSv £2Sf ^^P* ^ that Lcame to mv omoonduln fi ^gr 
an* vm <>8fc *fe easily look at &eir catalog and hgure out the same conclusions, ft was* ™«m,c 
^ Of coui.e, Wpu^civcaMedt^m^unkn,^^ ^S^^ 

I^fl^^ 7 PUb S S i^ ■* wft « r title - No ' B0* technically a vanity nnhti.w ~ 

mush of the - ifefretes iichotohfe. <hem te afari? no re*™ u, suXg^ ZT W^TJl . 



sityofUtah 
• 582 titles: Yale University 



http://htwkbk.wordpress.cDm^010/09/22/the^urious-case^f-edvw 
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• 149 titles: Kansas State University 

If one takes the ballpark figure of $1 00 per title (yes, their prices, for a largely humanities publisher 
are on the high side), these title counts represent substantial expenditures. I was pleased to am* fh» iX ™ 

figure at Utah, where several of us pers uaded o ur colleagues vears ago ta b^ h Mellen frnm n»r 

approval plan: aonarentlv t hat tradition has been continued 



Were we living in an age of rapidly rising monographic budgets, we could stomach, perhaps 
spending some of ourmpney on marginal scholarship. But we are not living in those times, and everv 
academic library is progressively tightening the screws on approval plans, to the point where we reject 
mmM the output &&m publishers with the p roper bona fides. Making wise cheices about ohV — 
ses wiH do as much to help shape the future of scholarly commuBicaMonas does oil of our 
ivocasy. vet we often neglect me former and emp hasize the latter. 

Suchpublfenersaftea point to their titles sitting ©n the shelves of major libraries, suekasYale as 
ewdeaeeof ^eM^r#tos. Bedj^ little segretof libraries ,i* thnf mckmrnhm^^r^' 
^coa^derafioa,feut rafhef a siehef how much of the ifeogc of acaaisitions we 



i „ ... , g**e~sefl many-high-priced volumes afrpossibfe. and in thitt**e*n»t* n 

a^hsheg;su6toMeflepis a golden eoose. As l i braries further r^aeevflie number cifau*m»a 
subfe^hb^r^ ftmderwav pearly everywhere, eve n at me elites thi s trend will only 

SeSSsuSw 4 ^ repUtatiOH a8aiflSt critics »l jer ^ I should just put on my 



Shiare this: Email 
fr0m-* StaflF 



ffaeebopk Digg StumbieUpon Reddk 



libraries 



on- 



fcfe j to fte feat te ; 9*ifHB post 




Atdryi Onsman permalink 
October 25, 2010 07:51 

Dear Dale, I wrfteas someone who has published two books with EMP so far. I wonder why 
you vrauljdismiss (*early).an*ntire set o^ubHca^ns with the tag of second-class? I certainly 
do not beheve that either of my books are that - but of course you are welcome to check their 
quality yourself. R's easjjy done via goj>gle> Aawn orB^s ©Mm site. Perhaps, If you are 
indeed concerned wifhquality of scholaiShipaiia" are not merely carrying a gn& you might 
men recommend that your library buys a c#y, preferably of both. Before pubKcatfen, both of 
my books were read and recommended by expe^ih the field; all of whom were happy enough 
to have their names asspciated with me texts. Further, bom were read by readers fipm^MP 
neithcr of are known to me. Surely that constitutes a reasonable refereeing process? I have 



htto://htwkbk.wordpress.^ 
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no particular interest m EMP apart from their willingness to allow my books to be judged bv 
those whose opinions V consider to be worthwhile and their willingness to publish physically 

Tmw f ^°h?f? e if ^ 1 r ouId say ** few if «T Pusher; do not publisha 
number of books tha I would not buy. I am not convinced that my opinion or taste makes them 
second rate. Finally, it ^interesting that you acknowledged EMP does have a reSon to 
protect - perhaps from unsubstantiated attack? Nonetheless, best wishes, Andrys Onsman. 




'■ permalink* 
petdber 25, 2010 22:36 

?-^- h ffr *~ ^ cMcism ofg MP, Andrys. What saddens me is that votrfaeed wh.f 
you^conaderfaBd I will tnist yhi^deinent nem) to be solid works of ^ol LfcSS 

d^on^BMP, even abrofcen clock ****** a day. Though, butSSoSS 



at Mflxptey^d trasis t h e heart of my erf tieisnU think, is that tW l« -market 
forynme^ib^demic titles, Thsis Wuse tafevastrnEjoriWatiadBj^ff 
TOuwnever ay-eveaai.lje best of financial tas-enough sublet everts Wc0uld assess 

on Entities fand#ey^re hawfly atone on thfe fe w er end of the nnblishine scal e * am JhL 
not snent off more wo*a%^«gli^ H K 6 ^ areooHac s 



^i^^ ^l? 116 1 h?ve °^hear4 is that libraries cannot blame 

mosiacadepic fcbranes spend on specifying with their suppliers how they rank or rate 
WWets. |batis our problem, one that a number of librarians are aware of and are doing 
something about, as ia^ny case. ™ * 

fork r^oroes impossible giveijme sheer global output of scholarship. trust 
* mohted ag ain. I m mt feam to Melleft bY , H I 

as you note^ but the overwhelminp majority • W. pnnrlv product v«t n v T ^ ^Z/T ^ 
werefand are) ontmders, who lack the credendHs to get -fn wt A i ^ ae of the tmsteH p !^;^^" 




Andrys Onsman permalink 
October 28, 201 01:48 



http.7/htwl*k.word^^ 



3/7/201 1 



That s funny Andrys. Most people can't even tell what I'm doing in that photo I am a 
devotee of and two-time participant in the Alteraatieve EifstedenTochtS ISwmSLi 
a marathon skater in the Dutch/Frisian mold in general weissensee and 



Merv Rowlinson permaiink 
November 1,2010 13:48 

Dear Dale: 

fa addition to the the academic quahy issue, l am a little concerned that students 
^ already out of print Oess than 6 months) after pubiishm^ 

In the words of Marvin Gaye I am begmning to ask: "What's going on"? 
Yours sincerely, 

Dr. Merv Rowlinson , 
Southampton, Copenhagen & Hamburg. 



in 






B^e permalink * 
November 1,2010 15;45 

to ask these ques|ions, Merv. The list p ri^ fo r VOMr hnti1r ig & AO QC . . . 
i the means of any ^^ff ^ i£ fj I? S. P 1^ 

wk^ is what I suspect, one wonderaivhat&ttomS atsSokS ^ 

diffiferen% more in line with its quality and Impact than whether it ootnuT^SS 
sandwiched between boards by some publisher? an^ltonerT " 8 °" ,u " m I , * ermd 



^'towkbk.woidpres S .ccm 1 /20^^ 
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Stephen Roberts permalinfe; 
November 12, 2010 20:08 



My &st book was published by EMP in 1 993, 1 




S o«tf the books, have ^adve^S^d^&f 




l&v^pbei 12, 201 20:42 

tft! S T, Qn0 1friM mm ?t;n *T ld '""I"* ^ ^ ^tTT „„„T, Asa 

f e*(more man I ear. to ad^Ete^ibn tte 
«€#^s I noted, I came to my ^m^loMmAWm and was 
-• pr^mm dtscous^wa s fee poor rt» fl f ^ nc^^ 
: werenotsquare, butskB^d^sjd ^ 




£nm look* like, and a hbrarfam ^ ^ * a ^ .h R IS 

.Wl»eb is what one afearfy aiwavs merits fa .^ 



is, J 



ices 



OSS. 



I realize I have put up a lightning rod here for every BMP 
cp^Hed to defend their books. It wbuld be wronc, and i 
ju^ent on the -^holarship in detail My core criticisms, 
nearly always too narrow in scope/too maismal fas vou 
sense here), ^e texts are ^ * " ' " v w 



paces-are too high. As I noted earlier, it is in libraries' 2 
as^toograpli bndgets get and tighter, more - f 
to sell books. Those feat live solely by sefc to lib— 
pw point, will I feel the pinch* there;*© '^tter and more*' 
piibhshmg and distributing niche seholar^fp, and fcaSfw' 
as hbranes lose the abilify to keep this market afloat 



jyifeor,- who will feel 
i#possibIe, for me to pronounce 
however, are that the titles are 
urhal articles would make 
quali^is suspect, and the 
>to pay these prices, and 
going to be hard pressed 
as EMP surery 40jss with their 



inevitably come to fee fore 



http://htwkbk.w^^^^^ 
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Stephen Roberts permalink 
November 13, 2010 12:15 

Undoubtedly you thave encountered more books publisbed by BMP than I have Dale Icanonlv 
say that my own book from 1993 has proved to be pretty sturdy - unlike sEuent bookT 1 * 

Sch^^^^ 

22*E35 *?? d J e ? 85 8 Sp ^? list pubUsher m fte humanities, though some of the tides 
they ^verase do look ultra^pecialist & perhaps better suited to fee. being written up as artides 
&r sctelartaouHiais. However, I am far from sure that a study ofnovelt whTwS verf 
popular m nis^ay but is now almost entirely forgotten would have found a 'mainstream' 

set- So I am glad EMP were mere to bring it oat; it is a most interesting book. 



Several 



r^Heaguerbave told me that they have been asked by publishers to make 
****ons towards the cost of bringing out their hooks. With EMP aH mat is asked 
u M u «opy- And they do • ad veitfee - my new book fe»s been advertised in both the 
ie m. My oidy real grip© with Off is tet they provide authors with only two 
copies of their books; it really should be more. 



; thanks for starting it. 




Thati 



1£,20!O 17:24 



iSF™ ^^ff^ycopy is for me something of a warning sign, since it 
ja pey are not takmg the steps of careful co^ yeditmg and tirofrfW TMs shows 
sal^oduet Authors who are punctilious editors and exsc^Heffl writers wffi 



£s ot quabty, but raaay academic authors seed the benefit of professionai 



7. 



ft I for one would be pleased if we saw more development in the 
^monograph publishing. It would tee benei&atforthe diseinlirw* f™- 
l to sec the iight of day, but 1h«modeH>util SSffi^ ** 
f« o l °ager sustainable. What makes open access monograph publishing 
^°P?*f*s^ 

l „, ^ tocreateJ^adabie. products, white the letter's quality ^ be assured 
corrections demanded by journal editors. • 

♦> 




Esther. permalink 
November 17, 2010 19:57 

Dear Dale,As a scholar who published with EMP, I can attest to their dubious reputation" Mv 
book appears ,n many libraries worldwide, but most of my colleagues ignored k * 



htto://htwkbk.wordp^^^ 
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^fortunately). At the time, I published with them because they offered speedy publication 
Other presses could not promise me a span of a few months. publication. 

In any case, I'd like to warn other scholars about other issues- 

°Py a fi t a P«nen* is the worst I've seen in the industry. Thw literally and 
pr^cally enslave thei r am hor s to a confab t nat NO ONE rfJS i ^JEr* ~ 
2. They never pay royalties. — ' ■ — 2aS: 

Self-pubKshing an e-book, in my opinion, is better than going with EMP. 




November 19, 20,1 1 7:26 



nlZESSFTP Ve > l* 8 ** ym *«* ^pub&nirjg; although I would 
gc . tfcsiej further and say that scholars and librarians should ereate o?eST 
monQgr^himptoaloni^e M^a^'faiSffl 

WN, but for stadelX* 'gSX **** ******* no 

doing it. 



8. 



ink 



November^, 201023:36 
I'd be interested to read any thoughts you have on Peter Lang, Dale. 




Date oenftalink * 
November 22, 2010 18:55 

T^for asking, Stephe^t would ^qoire a bit more research into the current state 



scholar? f ft p vo ,d disn^ ^, 
certainly less man desiraHfc 



J«gS^ed_and_established 
Bfavte %fh 



h^^-WOrdp^^ 



V7/2OT1 



£ I • T * ,no ? E J Ur0pean *■» insistence on publication «5ET 

last step m the writing of a dissertation. In the US, as you know, scholars submh ST 
manuscripts to to gnAtta schools, who then submit them to UMI/ProQuest The 
ESS? of ^aw» dissertations is discouraged, not that it doesn't happen, and most 
people at least undertake extensive revisions before a legit publisher wltouch it PL is 
one of the presses feat cranks out (or did last I knew) many of these raw European dii 
often m less than entirely transparent ways. "isses, 

KSght now I have myriad other projects, but when I have a chance, perhaps I can collect 
my thoughts and wnte something coherent about PL. 




Suzanne Sink permaiin .k 
Ceceraber3, 2010 15:30 

^ some©»rreeemly offered a contract with EMP, and an otherwise unpublished (outsit «f 

^S. 1 * * ^^^ea^ofTp^cSatL 

bac* of^mn & They publish you - congratulation Now please ZiS^SSSSZ 

mm a a«omabfcpublisher for a first book or no book at all? Thanks for any thougnte! 




u&rmalink* 
3E5eeemberf , 2010 09:50 



Suzanne 



youawnghttobe^pwious. MY-SBontaneous reaction t« vn»r f , 

coBime^te, %re are schojgfe fevorably disposed^ » and their like 

^ 3S«£»f^ s ^^ff^^m at bm As such, I would not 
eieoit foflowing me around for rae rest ©f tny=eare^ 

As^oheck on this response., I tos$ed it«at my wlo is tenured faculty in the 





^rarmalink 
P^cember 31, 2010 00:46 

Dear Suzanne, 

I pubh>hed my first book with BMP in early 201 and I have to admit r regret mat decision 
Several leatfmg scholar, have described the book as an im^rtanSu4bX to my paXiar 



http://htwkbk.wor#res^^ 
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Theroot problem here is that the number of "good" presses willing to print manuscripts 
in the hurnamties-never a large number-is steadily decreasing. Things are only goine to 

Z-T Wdl "I^^ "** stru ^ e t0 survive bv cIin ^g ** the mo! m to 
outdated publishing models. What we need to see is the creation of other publishing 
opportunities, sue* i as scholar-driven open access monograph imprints that dispense with 
the complexities of issuing paper and go wholly digital. Those who want papercan 
simply tod thesr nearest Espresso book machine. 

As with journals, academic book publishers claim to do so much work to create the final 
product^ when most of it is actually performed by scholars, primarily me authors 
Granted, there is more editorial/proofing work with a book than a journal, but! would 
argue^this is manageable, and does not require a university press selling books at $80 
,apop; mmym consider the overhead of a university press-marketing, all those terns to 
conduces, me tons and tons of glossy brochures with which they inundate the world-it 
should be apparent how little of their expenses actually goes to me benefit of scholarship 




rTatr ^nermaiink 
January 3,2011 13:56 

*f*& with EMF. No other pubKsher would take it, as it was 

iDtBlitmrv «^ so didmpt fit on theft Iks. ft iseethea ft fcasbeen^well reviewed .and 

it is acceptable enough for my tenure pwtfolio. My main concern is its 
WfN* all considerato a junior scholar has to tStoaccounT 




erstand, Sharon, and I hope . this discussion underscores that ray 
atMellen and the libraries who buy their iktes, not at BMP 



faaed wUh rock/terni ffar** Hqcfsions that^ye signlfi^nt imp.M 

Sgdtt book forteniam anvtbintr short af a few 5« r\V u„. -L" 




S^^T f f Edwm Mel ? n ,^ * &at their-books are too' expensive «nd that their 

theT^EMP auftors were, top .nnptfent or too inMble to find an alternative pub&her. Dale 
j bit too harsh, I published an edited book with Meilen many years ago anda 
«^ recently fin the intervening years fb^ye been the author oreditbr ofbooks 
several umversity presses and commercial presses, so I have a basis for 
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A mixture of on demand print publication and on line publication m£y become mainstream for 
academic scholarship. 




Andrys Onsman permalink 
January 27, 231 1 03:22 

Dale, as fer a£ I can tell from reading these comments, most authors are reasonably happy with 
fee quality of their books. As to royaities,my first book with them certainly earned some. My 
second one was awarded a prize md Lexpect royalties in due course - so I have no complaints. 
Realms andtpaHty have been no worse or better than other books published with more 
mainsteeanipubl|shers. Perhaps as academics we overestimate the ateqpber of qgpies sold. The 
commit tftat fil^P books are ignored in iks USA is a concern, as it is ^ot^ase e^feer in Europe, 
Afitea or Australia, In your opinion is it because BMP has the taint justified or not) of vanity ' 
publishing? Ifee o&er question J would Iifce you to comment on concerns e-publications and 
selfrpublications. What do you &ink from a^fe^rian's point of view. Best wishes, Andrys. PS 
- not quite &>fd enough for an U city race tins year! 



15/ vi 

Westbrook p^n^alink 
Eeliruary 4* 201 105:49 

; discussion. I recently submitted a proposal to Edwin Meiien Prsss. I 
ation but assumed if v^ v jp^ l^cause *M,ouIy h^id t^f it because my 
^mhier-a v«iy em^nt^bioJar in his geld -had.pablfeh^ a fes^c with it 
mM vmm^d to ^d thai tfie dfiector wrote bade to me wi®n hom of&e 
proposal f§fem$ to ^bjisb it\ Ifc^lso asked me to wSte ;pa»ess§y for Mm ^ for 
0k m&^ihk essay, in HIS area of scholarship, seemied ^ a^^ tbaspletdy 
* an# ^ssibly IMc^esd that be had not fe&Sje psoj^tf, siropiythe 
im^&moiX body, %caus£ jbe was misondeisJa^&g oie of my^r&al 
^fy^m^Boii^g^ 
ft Wfihd he'd bwn^aoked fer gross mjbeonduct arid i wrote hack io him asking 
^^;he Mf^d^to pubii$ this 'essay/ Afi# over a week, I have heard noticing from htm. 
llie whol|^?Ment hardly inspired my confidence fe this publisher! 






Dale pennalink * 
F£biu^7,2011 15:10 



Thanks for chiming in with firs&and experience of EMP. This is not how a reputable 
publisher behaves: Other s' experiences, as seen in these comments, have varied: which i s 
wofiji bearing in miad, but I cannot imagine a univer s ity press responding to a 
manuscript in the fashion vou describe here. 
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But at least theoretically I agree whh you that reviews and reception should largely determine 
the impact and import of scholarship. Practically, however, I must point out that libraries do not 
buy based on impact and import, because they tend to buy before these have been determined 
As such, trust in an imprint is an important factor, and EMP abuses that trust more often man do 
most publishers, ineluding;many of those you mentioned. Given that, and some of the 
experiences detailed in tbjs comment thread, I remain critical of EMP. 

Honestly, this whole discussion is somewhat academic, not to use a pun, but entirely in earnest 
Library budgets for books are on life support at best, and there is no hope that that trend will 
reverse anytime soon. In the not-too-distant future, books of the type published by academic 
presses will beall but relics, with only those f#Mshed by a handful of major pressesumd 
bundled and, sold as ebook packages remaining viable. This is already w«ll underway, as most 
academic libraries add far more licensed ebooks.in a year than they do physical volumes 
Needless tasay, these skew heavily toward very specific sets of fields, wife entire disciplines 
left out m the cold. 

What really matters, of course, is how scholars choose to cope with that by adjusting their 
communication and reward practices. " " 





18.1:? 

Jack Dixon permalink 
February 10; 201 100:01 

Last year I submitted a proposaito Melien and I received a very eulogistic report on its 
contribution to scholarship in a handwritten letter from t he Editor-in -C hief, Herbert R ichardson 
. Bj^BHHto rewinds and was recommended by two independent assessors. 
Swo® isseeived a signed and dated publication Agreement 
^ehajdsett^dn^t like my title. I didtf* like his proposed title. However, I signed the 
Agreement-, which bore onto his proposed title. 

I wrote ta&&tafecmte oger to negotiate. He sepHed, again in a hand-written letter, 

- ! woulii not publish my book. In a word, he cancelled what I thought was a 
, , J^t^tsignedbytwoofhisfelfew^lireefors. 
pSSti ^St^^ 10 discuss ' 1 was amazed when he wrote back to agree to 

^forget what next step was, but again out of the. blue came another letter cancelling 
mycoflfcaet e 

tfefewas the last straw, so far as I was conce rned. If he begged oh his knees. I would not have 
.any dealings with a man 13 ce that I wonder how anyone with any backbone or princinlfts 
work for hftn. c 

Yeor readers might like to took into th e academic background of this Richardson. Be was 
^sacked by the University of Toronto so me years ago. M ind you, there are a tways several sides 
to any controversy. 

'"Id 

Matti Kamppinen pemralink 
February 10,2011 03:00 
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Thanks Dale for reply. I agree that the future belongs to electronic books while printed 
works will be luxury .products affordable only by some research libraries. 

Jack Dixon had had unconstructive experiences with EMP and it is quite heavy load for 

PR. Anvwav. I wish to comm it on the "sacking" of Herbert Richardson from the 
University of Toronto. T he complicated process of academic mobbing in the case o f 
Richardson is well desc ribed and analyzed in the book "The Envy of Excellence - 
Administrative Mobbinp o f High-Achieving Professors" (2006) bv sociologist Kenneth 
Westfases, On fee basis of this empirical study. Richardson rti k e manv other «? h>v m k 
the acaderma) was mobbed out skce he disagreed with the paradigm of the faculty, and 
.did not keep his candle un der the lid. Westhues' study was published b y BMP and/but it 
has been ex tremely well received in the research commun ity. ' 

AU the best, Mara' Kamppinea 




February 10,2011 08:24 



Tf»i$s for plating your e*$erience with BMP, Jack. At the very least, the comment 
itoeaa to this post provided documentation of scholars!' experiences with BMP. 

IreafMaM's reply with feterest Lknew of Rtefea&s ^'s experience atfheUofTin 
eu^e,feuttoday I went fa search of me i^ep tl naof Westhues's book. As itturns!^ . T 
■couynly m$me scholarly review fhy ^ al^ia Academic Questions). On balan^T it 
isafovoraMe review, but Watson does spend a significant portion of the review outlining 
loathe eoasadeis majaMssues in approach. What slHkes me asodd is usinsW * vm 
pressito publish such a title defending one's position, ~ 



■ 



Mattt/Kamppinen bstanalink 
February W, 2011 13:52 

Dja>, there is a.com^lfensfre review o fihat hook in the Canadian Journal of 
gdu0a^Oq:fyol ^Ko4; 2004>.ibr examtsfe And ti t westhues' hon^ p. ^ 
a l ist of comments hv various scholars references' other reviews in j ournals 

The_use ©fine's own pttbUshing house is quite natural, I think. (Paul Kurtz, 
professor of philosophy md%s finder of Prometheus Press has published all his 
books at the Prometheus Press. ; They are solid, good works on the theme that 
Prometheus Press.proffles in). 

In the end, 1 think it is fait to look at the books published by EMP. For each 
average study mere are several good and excellent books. It's all in the dosage as 
fhey say in toxicology. ' 

All the best, Matti Kamppinen 
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letter from Richardson, who had intercepted my e-mail, cancelling our contract yet again. 
I wrote a fairly inflammatory letter to Richardson, and needless to say, I will have no further 
dealings with mat company-all the more since the other directors who submit to feat sort of 
fascism on Richardson's pa rt must be lacking in a modicum of backbone and principle. — 
You might be interested to know furth er that Richardson once taught theology or religious 
studies at a Catholic colleg e in the University of Toronto and was fired. The reasons or pretexts 
wer&several but one list ed on a website I read was that he tried to convert his students to 
Scientology!! He still calls himself Professor, though he hasn't been a professor for a good 
manyjeais. 




11,2011 16:06 



fh|s comment thread is taking a turn for the eounte^Eoductive. I think it's time that I 
i%e^mmeq|s,pn. thjs post I encourage everyone to read more recent posts, 

one on ]*-"'— ' r — 



CorruneMs are dosed; 




le^skey - Librarian normally located in Hamilton, Ontario hi an academic 
ibrary, but often found in ©ermany. 

Jiblicthekar, normalerweise ia einer wiss. Bibliothek in Kanada auffiridbar, 
per oft auch in Deutscbland vorzaiiindeh. 

;y CV/Lebenslauf 



fee: library services? 



isnever fust copyright 



Comments 



Dale on Paving Google 
jenweiniraub on Paving Gc 
Dale on Paving Google 
jen wemtraub on Paving Google 
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